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- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 March 2006 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1^3 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 03 Claim(s) 1^3 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The amendment filed 1 0/1 1/2005 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 1 32(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment 
shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which 
is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: 
Amendment to paragraph [0039]-[0042]: 

Namely, from equation (4) the correction offset signal, i.e. the correction offset 
voltage of the addition signal Vosadd, is independent to gain G of the amplifiers. Then as 
shown in FIG 3., the correction offset signal Vosadd with a fixed value is previously 
added to the inputs of the amplifiers 66A, 66B, 66C and 66D . 

Namely, from equation (4)s the correction offset signal, i.e., the correction offset 
voltage of the subtraction signal Vossubs is also independent to Main G of the amplifiers. 
Then, as shown in FIG 5, the correction offset signal Vossub with a fixed value is 
previously added to the inputs of the amplifiers 66A, 668, 66C and 66D. 

The amendment changes the scope of the invention originally claimed and 
originally disclosed, introducing new matter. None of the originally filed figures and or 
equations as originally filed shows or describes "an offset signal independent to gain of 
the amplifiers \ The only showing found is that Figure 2, 3 5 4, 5 etc. shows an offset 
signal inputted to the amplifiers and as originally filed in paragraph [0039] "the 



correction offset voltage is not affected by the switch of the gain G because the gain G is 
not in the correction offset voltage of the addition signal Vosadd". 

Furthermore, the equations are the result of a specific condition that if the 
correction offset signal, is that 4Gvosadd = -Vadd. Therefore, the correction offset signal 
is not independent from the amplifier. The correction offset signal is actually depending 
on the gain, because the signal is adjusted base on conditions of gain, for example as 
explained in regard to equation (3). 

One of ordinary skill in the art could not understand how the drawings shows that 
the "offset signals are independent of the gains" since what is only shown is that they are 
inputted to the amplifier. As originally filed, the specification does not contain a written 
description of the claimed invention, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and use the same. In other words, " the correction offset voltage not 
affected by the switch of the gain G, does not means that "offset signals are independent 
of the gains". 

Furthermore, none of the drawings and/or equations as originally filed disclose 
how, when, or what is adding the offset signal "previously with a fixed value ", nor any 
relationship of an addition being added before, after, previous, etc.... Applicant's 
suggested support for this feature in Figs. 2 and/or 4-5, is persuasive. 



Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in reply to this Office Action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

See the above reasons in the objection under 35 U.S.C. 132(a). 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-3 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recite a desired result of having "correction offset signals independent to 
gain of the amplifiers 55 . Accordingly, it is unclear from the claim as how to obtain such 
independent offsets signals, since there is no structural relationship between the other 
elements of the optical disc device, provided in the claim to perform any function in order 



to get such desired result. Hence, make the claim indefinite as to pint out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter, which Applicant is trying to encompass. 

5. For purpose of examination, the claims are given the Broadest Reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the supporting disclosure. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bradshaw 
et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,101,157. 

Regarding claim 1, Bradshaw et al. discloses an optical disc device for changing 
intensities of light beams illuminated on an optical disc when recording and reproducing 
on/from the optical disc (See Abstract), the optical disc device comprising: 



a photo detecting device divided into a plurality of photo detectors for detecting 
reflected light beams of the light beams illuminated on an optical disc (See Fig. 2; refW 
35); 

a plurality of amplifiers for changing gains to respectively amplify output signals 
of the photo detectors when recording and reproducing on/from the optical disc (See Fug. 
2, refW 36,37); and 

a calculating device for calculating output signals of the amplifiers to generate 
servo signals (See Fig. 2, ref# 38,39), 

wherein correction offset signals for correcting offset voltages of the amplifiers 
and the photo detectors are added to the amplifiers and the correction offset signals are 
independent to gains of the amplifiers and the correction offset signals with a fixed value 
are previously added to the inputs of the amplifiers (See col. 5, line 64 to col.. 6 line 3; 
col. 8, lines 55-63; Fig. 2, ref# 36,37). 

Regarding claim 2, Bradshaw et al. discloses wherein the calculating device 
further comprises a first calculating device and a second calculating device for 
respectively performing different operations on the output signals of the amplifiers (See 
col. 5, lines 35-63; Fig. 2, ref# 38,39), 

wherein the correction offset signals respectively added to the amplifiers further 
comprise a first correction offset value that eliminates the offset voltages from a result of 
the first calculating device, and a second correction offset value that eliminates the offset 
voltages from a result of the second calculating device (See col. 8, lines 55-63). 



Regarding claim 3, Bradshaw et al. discloses wherein the correction offset signals 
respectively added to the amplifiers are signals separated from the first and the second 
correction offset values (See col. 8, lines 55-63), wherein the second offset value is "0" in 
the result of the first calculating device and the first offset value is "0" in the result of the 
second calculating device (Inherent to Bradshaw et al.; See col. 8, lines 55-63, offset with 
respect to the calculating devices; desired result is correct offset; i.e. "0"). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/1 1/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants argues that the language "the correction offset signals are independent 
to gains of the amplifiers" and "the correction offset signal Vossub with a fixed value is 
previouslv added to the inputs of the amplifiers of the claim is supported by the originally 
filed specification. Applicant relies on Fig. 2, and 3 or 4, also in equations (4) and (6) in 
page 1 1 and 12 of the specification to find support. Applicant argues that the correction 
offset signal is independent because the correction offset signal does not include the gain 
information induced by the amplifiers. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees and cannot concur with the Applicant 
because. First, the examiner cannot find a clear and concise description where the 
limitation of the correction offset signals are independent to gains of the amplifiers" and 
"the correction offset signal with a fixed value is previously added to the inputs of the 
amplifiers, in relationship with the above portions of the specification and the drawings. 



In fact, equation (4) and (6), are the result of a condition that if the correction 
offset signal of the equation (3), which is the offset signal obtained in regard to Fig. 2 and 
3, which include the gain information induced by the amplifiers, is that 4Gvosadd = - 
Vadd, then the equation (4) is obtained. Therefore, the correction offset signal is not 
independent from the amplifier. The correction offset signal is actually depending on the 
gain, because the signal is adjusted base on conditions of gain, as explained with regard 
to equation (3). 

Furthermore, the Applicant did not show where, when or how the disclosure 
supports the claim language of "the correction offset signal with a fixed value is 
previously added to the inputs of the amplifiers". 

It is appear that the Applicant is trying to "limit the claimed invention" by giving 
the meaning to the language "independent and "fixed value is previously added", to be 
read as the specific configuration described in the specification. 

However, the claims are given the broadest reasonable interpretation consistent 
with the supporting disclosure. Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, supported limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 

Applicant argues that Bradshaw et al. does not teach or suggest, "the correction 
offset signals are Independent to gains of the amplifiers". 

Given the Broadest Reasonable interpretation consistent with the supporting 
disclosure. Bradshaw et al. expressly discloses in col. 8, lines 55-63 that the offset is 
separately and independently adjusted even though the gain is varied, by a different 
construction. Bradshaw et al. performs an offset adjustment separately after finishing 



performing the gain setting of the amplifiers, which are executed independently and not 
at the same time , by an independent execution, process . Hence, every time the gain 
adjustment is made, an offset signal was previously added in the previous gain changes. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jorge L. Ortiz-Criado whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7624. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thu.(12:30 pm- 9:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrea L. Wellington can be reached on (571) 272-4483. The fax phone 



number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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